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(Draft response for replying to CaJ F88-02574 has been approvedby RD Spear)

In Reply Refer To:
- - ~ Region 2: DM~D-.1WE

-~ - - M. Rupert Cutler, President

“I - Defendersof Wildlife
1244 Ninteenth Street,NW
Washington,D.C. 20036

-~ 1)ear- Ruper-t:

This is In response to your letter of June 21, 1988, regardirv~ our decision
to cooperatein tho releaseof the Chisuahuan subspeciesof proughornon the
Buenos Aires National Wildlife Refuge (Refuge) in Arizona. Thereare no
definitive dataavailable to supportthe Refuge as “better” historic habitat

I~pt:r’71foreither of the subspecies.Certainlythe Cabe7aPriotaNational Wi).cflife
~ si it i~j~ ~efuge habitat is very different; Buenos Aires National Wildlife Refuge- - -

~J~roceivosconoidorab].y more rainfall than CabezuPrieta NationalWildlife
- --~Refuge,and as a result, a isuch different biotic cc~naunityhas developed.
- ~Alsu, in tht~uiee of the Buenos Aires Refuge awl the pronghor’n, we were and

i---. - joontinueto be severely limited in our managcmi- t options by the pattersof
-- ‘---‘~‘ f land ~ip within the Refugeand the inte~tion of those management
-- ‘‘- f optionswith actionsby others on adjacent lands.- -

-~The lands nov ~ed in fee by the U.S. Fich and Wildlife Se~ice(S~i~)
iii~.~1within the boundariesof Buenos AIres Refuge cer~rIsconly a fraction (24%)

CL the thttti, tn’s ~uic or tno remaining landsare leasedfrc*ii the Arizona
I State Land Department. ‘fliat leasestatesthat all Servicemanagement

actions on those- lands are to be c oixthiatedwith the Arizona Came and Fich
Department (Department). Without cc~rplete~nership and control of those

- landstheServioecoold not Introducethe--Sonoran pronghors-onto-thenwith -- -

- any degreeof certainty of adequateprotection of the animals frun
conflicting uses or hybridization. The Arizona Departmentof Game and Fish
recc*unended the reintroduction of the thisuahuan subspecies, as did the
majority of the evaluation team which looked at this question fran a
biological standpoint.

In suamary,without a strongcase for Buenos Aires as historic habitat,
without oceplothcontrol of refuge lands, and with the possibility of
hybridization, fran existing pronghornstock andpossible future
tzansplants on adjacentland, we chose to move ahead with the thibuahuan
reintroduction.
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z~.sa nanag nt tool for assistingin the re—establishmentof pronghorn,
limited predatorcontrol is being cozylucted. This work will continuefor a
2- to 3-yearperiod iiinediately prior to, during, and innediatelyfollt~.dng
the spring fawning period. This is being donethrough aerial hunting of
coyotesin the fawning areas. We fully intend to monitor this managennnt
practiceto assessircçactson fawn survival. We expectthe pron)honito
adjustto their new envirornnentas it relatesto predators,providing the
habitat is favorable in other respects,awl negatethe need for ongoing
predatormanagenent.

Thank you for your interest in the BuenosAires Refuge. If you should have
furtherquestionsor wish to discuss this in mere detail, pleasedo not
hesitateto contactma. - -

Sincerely,

.1

JWoody:emn:062888:outler

Director
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